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Sir: 

In response to the Examiners Answer having a notification date of July 31 , 2007, 
Appellants file this Reply Brief. 



1. Response to the Examiner's Answer regarding the Rejection Under 35 
U.S.C.S 102 

Appellants submit the following reply to the Examiner's remarks In Section (10) 
A,, located on pages 5 to 7 of the Examiners Answer. The Examiner's argument Is 
misconstruing the cited passage of Appellants' specification and Is not interpreting tne 
passage properly in view of the entire paragraph or the specification viewed as a whole. 
The "oligomer products'' cited by the Examiner are properly read as referring to the 
addition of unsaturated fatty acids the hydrocarbon moiety In the preceding sentence; 
the "oligomer products" are not referring to oligomers of the monomeric material. 

Claim 1 Includes at least one monomeric material having a piura t\ of active 
hydrogen groups. Appellants have previously pointed to examples of monomeric 
materials presented in paragraphs [00131 to [0027] of the specification. Page 5, line 20 
to page 14, line 5. In a preferred embodiment, the monomeric material may be a 
material as described in Qhrbom et al., U.S. patent 6,541,594. Page 9, line 14. The 
monomeric material includes a carbamate-functionai material with at least two 
carbamate groups and a hydrocarbon moiety. Page 9, lines 17-22. The hydrocarbon 
moiety may include cycloaliphatlc or aromatic structures. Page 9, lines 22-23. Such 
materials may be prepared by addition reaction of unsaturated monofunctlonal fatty 
- ; a ig 2 to 18 carbon atoms, followed by conversion of the acid group to a 
carbamate group. Page 9, line 23 to page 10, line 3. The "unsaturated fatty acids may 
be dlmerlzed, trirnerized, or tetramerized. Higher oligomer products are also possible, 
but not preferred." Page 10. lines 3-5. 
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Thus, the quoted passage - "higher oligomer products are also possible, but not 
preferred" - is referring to the "oligomer products" of the unsaturated fatty acids reacted 
via addition reaction to cycloaiiphatic or aromatic structures to form the monomeric 
matedai; i.e., the dimers, trimers, or tetramers in the preceding sentence Exemplary 
structures of such materials are shown in paragraph [0021]. Page 1 1 ; and see Ohrborn 
et al, U.S. patent 8,541,594, as incorporated by reference, at coL 5, lines 34-45 and 
col. 6, line 44 to col. 8, line 25. These exemplary structures are reproduced below for 
convenience: 




lerefore jllgome oducts s not used in reference to oligomers of the claimed 
monomeric material, but Is referring to additions of the unsaturated fatty acids to the 
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hydrocarbon moiety to form an exemplary monomeric material. As shown in the above 
structures, the acid groups are converted to carbamate groups. Page 10, lines 5-15. 

As such t e man er i \ sich the Examine s ite . k , ^ que ed passage s 
in isolation and not in context with the paragraph of interest or the specification viewed 
as a whole. The Examiner Is alleging that this passage is referring to the monomeric 
material as an oligomeric product. Howeve c 3 N j 020] on pages 
9 and 10 of the specification that "oligomer products" Is used only in direct reference to 
aimers, trimers, or tetramers of the (formerly unsaturated) fatty acids that are reacted 
via addition reactions and bonded to the hydrocarbon moiety. These fatty acid groups 
can subsequently be converted to carbamate groups to form the plurality of active 
hydrogen groups of the monomeric material found in claim 1 . Page 10, lines 5-15. 

In addition, Appellants wish to emphasize that independent claim 1 is expressly 
drawn to at least one monomeric material. Consequently, it Is clear and unambiguous 
from the claim language, Including the specification and examples provided therein, and 
the previous citation to the Encyclopedia of Polymer Sc f ree a " g 2 nd Ed 

Vol. 10, p. 432 (2d ed. 1988), that claim 1 Is drawn to a monomeric material that does 
not include oligomers or polymers with active hydrogen groups. S ^c Phil cs v. -Kin 
Corp. ,415 F.3d at 1 31 4, 75 USPQ2d at 1 327 (the ordinary and customary meaning of a 
term may be evidenced by a variety of sources, Including "the words of the claims 
themselves, the remainder of the specification, the prosecution history, and extrinsic 
evidence concerning relevant scientific principles, the meaning of technical terms, and 
the state of the art"). 
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Finally, the Examiner's assertion that Appellants 1 monomeric material fails under 
the oligomers of Boisseau is Incorrect. Indeed, Appellants 5 use of "monomeric material" 
Appellants 5 examples and disclosure pro* con - the speclflcatlo , and the iUPAC 

definition of oligomer evidenced by E-'cyc oo^o a c J - - c S ^_v.e :_I ^ - _\ 

Vol 10, p. 432 (2d ed. 1988), all serve to establish that the presently claimed 
monomeric material Is distinct from the Boisseau oligomers, and would be recognized 
as such by a person having ordinary skill in the art. 

Because the Boisseau publication does not teach or disclose every element of 
the present claims including a monomeric materia!, Appellants submit that the rejection 
should be REVERSED. 

2. Response to the Examiner's Answer regarding the Rejection Under 35 
U.S.G.S103 

Appellants submit the following reply to the Examiners remarks in Section (10) 
8. on page 8 of the Examiner's Answer. 

The rejection based on 35 USC §103 relies on Boisseau as the primary 
reference. As described in the preceding section, Appellants 5 monomeric material is 
distinct from the Boisseau oligomers. Proper reading of Appellants 5 claims and 
specification, further evidenced by extrinsic sources, demonstrates that the claimed 
monomeric materia! Is not described by Boisseau. As previously noted by Appellants, 
addition of the Green and Ohrbom references falls to cure the deficiencies of the 
Boisseau reference. Finally , no apparent reason Is provided In the rejection based 
either on the references themselves or the general knowledge In the art by which a 
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skilled artisan would modify the reference combination to include the missing subject 
matter. See KSR Int'i Co. v. Teieflex Inc., 127 S.Ct. 1727, 1734, 82 USPQ2d 1385, 
1391 \ ~ - ~ ~c , -S c:.~ ^ " r ^ v " - an 

apparent reason to combine the known elements in the fashion claimed by the patent at 
issue). 

Because the reference combination does not teach or disclose every element of 
the present claims and no apparent reason exists or a s e a --em to include the 
missing subject matter, Appellants submit that the rejection should be REVERSED. 

Conclusion 

The present claims are patentable over the cited art. Appellants, therefore, 
respectfully petition this Honorable Board to reverse the final rejection of the claims on 
each ground and to Indicate that all claims are allowable. 



Respectfully submitted, 





Anna V Budce, Reg No \ 



I MESS 3 <ES 3 PiERCE, P.L.C. 
P.O. Box 828 

Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48303 
(248) 841-1600 
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